
us EPA RECORMtI^e^^^g/^

"Moyer, Scott R HS " 
<scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>

10/11/2005 10:42 AM
Subject ERA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Dear Mr. Hart:

I would like to bring it to your attention that I just received today a past 
due demand payment dated 9/30/2005 from USEPA on the Southeast Rockford NPL 
Site. Also, I never received the first demand payment notice as referenced 
in the. letter. Regardless, I will immediately process for payment. In the 
future, could you please fax me a copy of any payment demand the date mailed 
by USEPA to avoid any further complications.

The problem could be originating on my end. Could you please provide me a 
copy of the registered mail return receipts of both letters so I can 
investigate with my mailroom. I would also like to get a copy of the 
original demand letter. Thank you.

Best regards.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002
815-226-6232
Fax - 860-660-5764



RUSSELL
HART/R5/USEPA/US 
10/18/2005 03:42 PM

To "Moyer, Scott R HS" <scott.moyer@hs.utc.com> 

cc Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 
bcc

Subject RE: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford

Good day, Scott -1 am sure we can work with you on the fax issue concerning future oversight payment 
request matters.

With regard to the OSA work issues, we appreciate the AOC language suggestions as relayed to us with 
HS consultant and legal input. After discussing this matter internally with both program and legal 
management, we can identify two options:

a. ) The parties could await overall remedial design conclusion, and prepare/negotiate one SOW and one 
enforcement vehicle which would address all facets of Area 9/10 work, with the understanding that 
physical work may be phased somewhat with OSA activity (likely) being done first. The draft ESD which 
the Agency has worked on concerning any differences in execution from the OSA subportion of Area 9/10 
with the rest of Area 9/10 could be finalized and issued when the enforcement vehicle is effective.

b. ) While staff feel that the AOC language suggestions were very helpful, management's strongly-held 
position is that OSA excavation work is sufficiently different from remedial design work such that a new 
(UAO) enforcement vehicle would be necessary if the OSA work were to proceed separately. This would 
put the parties into a position of, in all likelihood, eventually developing two enforcement vehicles and two 
SOWS to address individual portions of Area 9/10 cleanup.

We are willing'to work with HS in pursuing whichever of the above options HS perceives as most 
advantageous.

Russell Hart

"Moyer, Scott R HS" <scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>

"Moyer, Scott R HS " 
<scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>
10/18/2005 02:15 PM Subject RE: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Hello Russ

I'm not going to worry about $51.14 - we'll pay it. In the future, please 
e-mail notice of future oversight charges so that we can avoid a similar 
event. Currently, I am more interested whiere USEPA is concerning the 
proposed amended language of the AOC (additional work). Please let me know 
(we are running out of good weather).

Thanks.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002



--------Original Message---------
From: Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.RussellOepamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 12:52 PM 
To: scott.moyer@hs.utc.com
Cc: Turner.ThomasSepamail.epa.gov; Garcia.Margarita@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Fw: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Dear Mr. Moyer - We did follow through internally in exploring return 
receipts received for mail associated with the original remedial design 
oversight cost payment accounting/request, and the subsequent late 
notice-. As you will see from Ms. Garcia's account, there was a 
difference in receipts received from the Rockford facility versus the 
Hartford corporate office. We got a green card back from the corporate 
office; we did not get this from the Rockford site. However, I should 
also mention per my conversation with Ms. Garcia, that we' did not get 
any "Mail Undeliverable at this Address" stamped on any item either.

We would be willing to work with you to send you a separate fax delivery 
of the cover letter accompanying future oversight cost payment requests, 
if this appears advisable to you. At this time, our position at the 
staff level is that Hamilton Sundstrand make payment for the original 
amount plus the $ 51.14 as noted in our letter of September 30, 2005. 
Neither Ms. Garcia, Mr. Turner, nor myself have authority to waive 
collection of the $ 51.14. You could speak to Ms. Haile about this, as 
discussed in Ms. Garcia's message. We should advise that Regional 
autonomy and discretion in the matter of possible waiver of late fees 
has been reduced lately, and that Ms. Haile may need to consult with 
EPA-Headquarters before a decision can be rendered.

Russell Hart

Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 12:23 PM

Margarita
Garcia/R5/USEPA/
US

10/18/2005 12:06 
PM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA
To

cc
Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject
Re: Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.(Document 
link: RUSSELL HART)

Hi Russ, after our phone conversation of this morning, I have not 
received the signed green copy from the original bill or the delinquent 
letter we sent to Mr. Moyer. We received the signed green copy from 
Kathleen McFadden (delinquent letter). If the bill is not paid on the 
due date, interest is charged. The bill was due to pay on May 21, 2005. 
Please tell Mr. Moyer that EPA has to send their bills by certified 
mail. The green copy has to be signed and returned to EPA. In-the 
future we might fax him an extra copy. If he does not agree to pay the 
interest , he may talk to Linda Haile, Acting Chief, to 312-353.4175



Maggie.

RUSSELL
HART/R5/USEPA/US

10/18/2005 09:59 
AM Margarita Garcia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

cc

Subject
Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Maggie - I don't know if you could actually know how to 
trace the piece of mail on our end in this case, but I would appreciate 
any suggestions you might have. As you can see from the messages below, 
the Agency has sent a follow-up letter to Hamilton Sundstrand telling 
them they are late in making their oversight payment. Hamilton 
Sundstrand I think is prepared to pay, but they are wondering if it 
could have been a delay or mistake in their own mail room and they are 
wondering if we could find our copy of the original oversight payment 
letter we sent to them that might show if it really got mailed to 
Hamilton Sundstrand OK. Thank you for any help or suggestions you might 
have on this. - Russ Hart

-------- Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 09:52 AM --------^

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/17/2005 11:04 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject
RE: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.



Thanks!

--------Original Message--------
From: Hart.RussellSepainail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 11:07 AM 
To: Moyer, Scott R HS
Subject: Re: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Mr. Moyer: - I was out of the office last week. I will
check with our appropriate personnel concerning the "trail" for the 
registered letter receipt, and communicate to you what I find on this.
- Russ Hart

"Moyer, Sdott R 
HS"
<scott.moyerShs. 
utc.com>

10/11/2005 10:42 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US0EPA

Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, 
"McFadden, Kathleen UTCHQ" 
<KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN0UTC.COM>, 
"Yeich, Brian J UTCHQ"
<BRIAN.YEICH@UTC.COM>

Subject
EPA past cost demand on Southeast 
Rockford.

Dear Mr. Hart:

I would like to bring it' to your attention that I just received today a 
past
due demand payment dated 9/30/2005 from USEPA on the Southeast Rockford 
NPL
Site. Also, I never received the first demand payment notice as 
referenced
in the letter. Regardless, I will immediately process for payment. In 
the
future, could you please fax me a copy of any payment demand the date 
mailed
by USEPA to avoid any further complications.

The problem could be originating on my end. Could you please provide me 
Si

copy of the registered mail return receipts of both letters so I can



investigate with my mailroom. I would also like to get a copy of the 
original demand letter. Thank you.

Best regards.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002
815-226-6232
Fax - 860-660-5764



"Moyer. Scott R HS " 
<scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>
10/18/2005 02:15 PM

bcc

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, "Moyer, Scott R 
HS" <scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>
Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, Margarita 
Garcia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, "McFadden, Kathleen 
UTCHQ" <KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN@UTC.COM>, "Yeich,

Subject RE: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Hello Russ

I'm not going to worry about $51.14 - we'll pay it. In the future, please 
e-mail notice of future oversight charges so that we can avoid a similar 
event. Currently, I am more interested where USEPA is concerning the 
proposed amended language of the AOC (additional work). Please let me know 
(we are running out of good weather).

Thanks. .

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6 '
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002

--------Original Message--------
From: Hart.RussellSepamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.RussellSepamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 12:52 PM 
To: scott.moyer@hs.utc.com
Cc: Turner.ThomasSepamail.epa.gov; Garcia.MargaritaSepamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Fw: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Dear Mr. Moyer - We did follow through internally in exploring return 
receipts received for mail associated with the original remedial design 
oversight cost payment accounting/request, and the subsequent late 
notice. As you will see from Ms. Garcia's account, there was a 
difference in receipts received from the Rockford facility versus the 
Hartford corporate office. We got a green card back from the corporate 
office; we did not get this from the Rockford site. However, I should 
also mention per my conversation with Ms. Garcia, that we did not get 
any "Mail Undeliverable at this Address" stamped on'any item either.

We would be willing to work with you to send you a separate fax delivery 
of the cover letter accompanying future oversight cost payment requests, 
if this appears advisable to you. At this time, our position at the 
staff level is that Hamilton Sundstrand make payment for the original 
amount plus the $ 51.14 as noted in our letter of September 30, 2005. 
Neither Ms. Garcia, Mr. Turner, nor myself have authority to waive 
collection of the $ 51.14. You could speak to Ms. Haile about this, as 
discussed in Ms. Garcia's message. We should advise that Regional 
autonomy and discretion in the matter of possible waiver of late fees 
has been reduced lately, and that Ms. Haile may need to consult with 
EPA-Headquarters before a decision can be rendered.

Russell Hart



Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 12:23 PM

Margarita
Garcia/R5/USEPA/
US

10/18/2005 12:06 
PM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA
To

cc
Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject
Re: Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.(Document 
link: RUSSELL HART)

Hi Russ, after our phone conversation of this morning, I have not 
received the signed green copy from the original bill or the delinquent 
letter we sent to Mr. Moyer. We received the signed green copy from 
Kathleen McFadden (delinquent letter). If the bill is not paid on the 
due date, interest is charged. The bill was due to pay on May 21, 2005. 
Please tell Mr. Moyer that EPA has to send their bills by certified 
mail. The green copy has to be signed and returned to EPA. In the 
future we might fax him an extra copy. If he does not agree to pay the 
interest., he may talk to Linda Haile, Acting Chief, to 312-353.4175 
Maggie.

RUSSELL
HART/R5/USEPA/US

10/18/2005 09:59 
AM Margarita Garcia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

cc

Subject
Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Maggie - I don't know if you could actually know how to 
trace the piece of mail on our end in this case, but I would appreciate 
any suggestions you might have. As you can see from the messages below, 
the Agency has sent a follow-up letter to Hamilton Sundstrand telling 
them they are late in making their oversight payment. Hamilton



Sundstrand I think is prepared to pay, but they are wondering if it 
could have been a delay or mistake in their own mail room and they are 
wondering if we could find our copy of the original oversight payment 
letter we sent to them that might show if it really got mailed to 
Hamilton Sundstrand OK. Thank you for any help or suggestions you might 
have on this. - Russ Hart

Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 09:52 AM

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/17/2005 11:04 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US0EPA

Subject
RE: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Thanks!

--------Original Message--------
From: Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.RussellSepamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 11:07 AM 
To: Moyer, Scott R HS
Subject: Re: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Mr. Moyer: - I was out of the office last week. I will
check with our appropriate personnel concerning the "trail" for the 
registered letter receipt, and communicate to you what I find on this.
- Russ Hart

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/11/2005 10:42 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US®EPA, 
"McFadden, Kathleen UTCHQ" 
<KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN@UTC.COM>, 
"Yeich, Brian J UTCHQ"
<BRIAN.YEICH®UTC.COM>



Subject
EPA past cost demand on Southeast 
Rockford.

Dear Mr. Hart:

I would like to bring it to your attention that I just received today a 
past
due demand payment dated 9/30/2005 from USEPA on the Southeast Rockford 
NPL
Site. Also, I never received the first demand payment notice as 
referenced
in the letter. Regardless, I will immediately process for payment. In 
the
future, could you please fax me a copy of any payment demand the date 
mailed
by USEPA to avoid any further complications.

The problem could be originating on my end. Could you please provide me 
a
copy of the registered mail return receipts of both letters so I can 
investigate with my mailroom. I would also like to get a copy of the 
original demand letter. Thank you.

Best regards.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002
815-226-6232
Fax - 860-660-5764



0}x
Margarita
Garcia/R5/USEPA/US 
10/18/2005 12:06 PM

To RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA 
bcc

Subject Re: Fw: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford

Hi Russ, after our phone conversation of this morning, 1 have not received the signed green copy from the 
original bill or the delinquent letter we sent to Mr. Moyer. We received the signed green copy from 
Kathleen McFadden (delinquent letter). If the bill is not paid on the due date, interest is charged. The bill 
was due to pay on May 21, 2005. Please tell Mr. Moyer that EPA has to send their bills by certified mail. 
The green copy has to be signed and returned to EPA. In the future we might fax him an extra copy. If he 
does not agree to pay the interest, he may talk to Linda Haile, Acting Chief, to 312-353.4175 
Maggie.

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US
■ \

RUSSELL
HART/R5/USEPA/US 
10/18/2005 09:59 AM Subject Fw: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Maggie - I don't know if you could actually know how to trace the piece of mail on our end in 
this case, but I would appreciate any suggestions you might have. As you can see from the messages 
below, the Agency has sent a follow-up letter to Hamilton Sundstrand telling them they are late in making 
their oversight payment. Hamilton Sundstrand I think is prepared to pay, but they are wondering if it could 
have been a delay or mistake in their own mail room and they are wondering if we could find our copy of 
the original oversight payment letter we sent to them that might show if it really got mailed to Hamilton 
Sundstrand OK. Thank you for any help or suggestions you might have on this. - Russ Hart

----Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 09:52 AM-----
"Moyer, Scott R HS" To
<scott.moyer@hs.utc.com> 
10/17/2005 11:04 AM Subject RE: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Thanks!

--------Original Message--------
From: Hart.RussellSepamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.RusselISepamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 11:07 AM 
To: Moyer, Scott R HS
Subject: Re: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Mr. Moyer: - I was out of the office last week. I will
check with our appropriate personnel concerning the "trail" for the 
registered letter receipt, and communicate to you what I find on this. 

Russ Hart

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"



<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/11/2005 10:42 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, 
"McFadden, Kathleen UTCHQ" 
<KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN@UTC.COM>, 
"Yeich, Brian J UTCHQ"
<BRIAN.YEICH0UTC.COM>

Subject
EPA past cost demand on Southeast 
Rockford.

Dear Mr. Hart:

I would like to bring it to your attention that I just received today a 
past
due demand payment dated 9/30/2005 from USEPA on the Southeast Rockford 
NPL
Site. Also, I never received the first demand payment notice as 
referenced
in the letter. Regardless, I will immediately process for payment. In 
the
future, could you please fax me a copy of any payment demand the date 
mailed
by USEPA to avoid any further complications.

The problem could be originating on my end. Could you please provide me 
a
copy of the registered mail return receipts of both letters so I can 
investigate with my mailroom. I would also like to get a copy of the 
original demand letter. Thank you.

Best regards,

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002
815-226-6232
Fax - 860-660-5764



"Moyer. Scott R HS" 
<scott. moyer@hs. utc .com >
10/18/2005 04:21 PM

Subject RE; EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Hello Russ

It is unfortunate that USEPA was unable to use the "additional work" clause 
regardless of what stage we are in. It may be just my opinion, but 
nomenclature of a RD vs RA should not limit your abilities to effectively 
remove a risk in a timely manner. The fact now is that we will most likely 
be delayed an entire construction season to negotiate a new AOC or wait for 
the conclusion of our current RD activities, the last being the longest time 
period. We were optimistic that USEPA would allow the work to proceed under 
the auspices of the current AOC and that the language suggested would have 
effectively removed this risk. This is truly unfortunate especially when 
you have such a willing partner. I will turn this over to UTCs management 
and legal team to determine the appropriate path.

Thanks for getting back with me.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002 

--------Original Message--------
From: Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.Russellliepamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 3:42 PM
To: Moyer, Scott R HS
Cc: Turner.Thomas@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: RE: EPA past cost demand.on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Scott - I am sure we can work with you on the fax issue 
■concerning future oversight payment request matters.

With regard to the OSA work issues, we appreciate the AOC language 
suggestions as relayed to us with HS consultant and legal input. After 
discussing this matter internally with both program and legal 
management, we can identify two options:

a.) The parties could await overall,remedial design conclusion, and 
prepare/negotiate one SOW and one enforcement vehicle which would 
address all facets of Area 9/10 work, with the understanding that 
physical work may be phased somewhat with OSA activity (likely) being 
done first. The draft ESD which the Agency has worked on concerning any 
differences in execution from the OSA subportion of Area 9/10 with the 
rest of Area 9/10 could be finalized and issued when the enforcement 
vehicle is effective.

b.) While staff feel that the AOC language suggestions were very 
helpful, management's strongly-held position is that OSA excavation work 
is sufficiently different from remedial design work such that a new 
(UAO) enforcement vehicle would be necessary if the OSA work were to 
proceed separately. This would put the parties into a position of, in 
all likelihood, eventually developing two enforcement vehicles and two 
SOWS to address individual portions of Area 9/10 cleanup.



V^e are willing to work with HS in pursuing whichever of the above 
options HS perceives as most advantageous.

Russell Hart

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/18/2005 02:15 
PM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, 
"Moyer, Scott R HS"
<scott.moyer@hs.utc.com>

cc
Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US0EPA, 
Margarita Garcia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, 
"McFadden, Kathleen UTCHQ" 
<KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN@UTC.COM>, 
"Yeich, Brian J UTCHQ"
<BRIAN.YEICH0UTC.COM>

Subject
RE: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Hello Russ

I'm not going to worry about $51.14 - we'll pay it. In the future, 
please
e-mail notice of future oversight charges so that we can avoid a similar 
event. Currently, I am more interested where USEPA is concerning the 
proposed amended language of the AOC (additional work). Please let me 
know
(we are running out of good weather).

-Thanks.

Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave..
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002

--------Original Message---------
From: Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.Russell@epamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2005 12:52 PM 
To: scott.moyer@hs.utc.com



Cc: Turner.Thomas@epamail.epa.gov; Garcia.Margarita@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Fw: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Dear Mr. Moyer - We did follow through internally in exploring return 
receipts received for mail associated with the original remedial design 
oversight cost payment accounting/request, and the subsequent late 
notice. As you will see from Ms. Garcia's account, there was a 
difference in receipts received from the Rockford facility versus the 
Hartford corporate office. We got a green card back from the corporate 
office; we did not get this from the Rockford site. However, I should 
also mention per my conversation with Ms. Garcia, that we did not get 
any "Mail Undeliverable at this Address" stamped on any item either.

We would be willing to work with you to send you a separate fax delivery 
of the cover letter accompanying future oversight cost payment requests, 
if this appears advisable to you. At this time, our position at the 
staff level is that Hamilton Sundstrand make payment for the original 
amount plus the $ 51.14 as noted in our letter of September 30, 2005. 
Neither Ms. Garcia, Mr. Turner, nor myself have authority to waive 
collection of the $ 51.14. You could speak to Ms. Haile about this, as 
discussed in Ms. Garcia's message. We should advise that Regional 
autonomy and discretion in the matter of possible waiver of late fees 
has been reduced lately, and that Ms. Haile may'need to consult with 
EPA-Headquarters before a decision can be rendered.

Russell Hart

Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 12:23 PM

Margarita
Garcia/R5/USEPA/
US

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA
10/18/2005 12:06 
PM

To

cc
Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject
Re: Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.(Document 
link: RUSSELL HART)

Hi Russ, after our phone conversation of this morning, I have not 
received the signed green copy from the original bill or the delinquent 
letter we sent to Mr. Moyer. We received the signed green copy from 
Kathleen McFadden (delinquent letter). If the bill is not paid on the 
due date, interest is charged. The bill was due to pay on May 21, 2005. 
Please tell Mr. Moyer that EPA has to send their bills by certified 
mail. The green copy has to be signed and returned to EPA. In the 
future we might fax him an extra copy. If he does not agree to pay the 
interest , he may talk to Linda Haile, Acting Chief, to 312-353.4175 
Maggie.



RUSSELL
HART/R5/USEPA/US

10/18/2005 09:59 
AM Margarita Garcia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

cc

Subject
Fw: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Maggie - I don't know if you could actually know how to 
trace the piece of mail on our end in this case, but I would appreciate 
any suggestions you might have. As you can see from the messages below, 
the Agency has sent a follow-up letter to Hamilton Sundstrand telling 
them they are late in making their oversight payment. Hamilton 
Sundstrand I think is prepared to pay, but they are wondering if it 
could have been a delay or mistake in their own mail room and they are 
wondering if we could find our copy of the original oversight payment 
letter we sent .to them that might show if it really got mailed to 
Hamilton Sundstrand OK. Thank you for any help or suggestions you might 
have on this. - Russ Hart

-------- Forwarded by RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US on 10/18/2005 09:52 AM --------

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyer@hs. 
utc.com>

10/17/2005 11:04 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject
RE: EPA past cost demand on 
Southeast Rockford.

Thanks!

--------Original Message-



IV From: Hart.Russell®epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Hart.RusselISepamail.epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2005 11:07 AM 
To: Moyer, Scott R HS
Subject: Re: EPA past cost demand on Southeast Rockford.

Good day, Mr. Moyer: - I was out of the office last week. I will
check with our appropriate personnel concerning the "trail" for the 
registered letter receipt, and communicate to you what I find on this. 

Russ Hart

"Moyer, Scott R 
HS"
<scott.moyerShs. 
utc.com>

10/11/2005 10:42 
AM

RUSSELL HART/R5/USEPA/US@EPA

Thomas Turner/R5/USEPA/US@EPA, 
"McFadden, Kathleen UTCHQ" 
<KATHLEEN.MCFADDEN0UTC.C0M>, 
"Yeich, Brian J UTCHQ"

'<BRIAN.YEICH@UTC.COM>

Subject
EPA past cost demand on Southeast 
Rockford.

Dear Mr. Hart:

I would like to bring it to your attention that I just received today a 
past
due demand payment dated 9/30/2005 from USEPA on the Southeast Rockford 
NPL
Site. Also, I never received the first demand payment notice as 
referenced
in the letter. Regardless, I will immediately process for payment. In 
the
future, could you please fax me a copy of any payment demand the date 
mailed
by USEPA to avoid any further complications.

The problem could be originating on my end. Could you please provide me 
a
copy of the registered mail return receipts of both letters so I can 
investigate with my mailroom. I would also like to get a copy of the 
original demand letter. Thank you.

Best regards.



Scott R. Moyer, P.G.
United Technologies Corp.
4747 Harrison Ave.
M/S 296-6
Rockford, Illinois 61125-7002
815-226-6232
Fax - 860-660-5764




